Town of Webster
Conservation Commission
Minutes of the Meeting — June 26, 2023

A meeting of the Conservation Commission was held on June 26, 2023, in person, in the
Webster Police Department Community Room.

Attending:  Chairman, Joey Wigglesworth, Members; Hayden Brown, Pamela Sheeran, Fred

Bock, Dr. Robin Jewell, Richard Parent

Absent: Member: Vice Chairwoman, Michelle Sherillo

Staff:

Dawn Portman, Conservation Agent
Tracy Coporale, Recording Secretary

Meeting called to order: 5:43 pm

Old Business

a.

Violation — DEP#323-1197 - 0 Goddard Street, Lots 1 and 2 (also known as 25A and
25B Goddard Street) — Elijah Ketola (Applicant); Construction of two single-family
houses. (Continued from 6/5/23). Mr. Wigglesworth is updating the Commission that
Mr. Morro doesn’t have an update to date. He will be in touch when he does.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 0 Goddard Street to the July 10, 2023 meeting. Mr.
Bock Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran - AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent — AYE,

Mr. Wigglesworth - AYE

Enforcement Order — 90B Sutton Road — Jack Courville (Owner) — Filled in wetlands
area. Scott Courville and Jack Courville are present. Mr. Wigglesworth is explaining
how this property came to the attention of the Conservation Commission. Ms. Portman
updates the Commission of the communication with Mr. Courville; he has been working
to navigate the information and was not aware that he was disturbing the wetlands on this
property. He has stopped working and the vegetation has begun to grow back. It looks
better currently from when the stop work order was given. Mr. Courville is working with
an engineer for options. Mr. Wigglesworth is showing the GIS map for the property and
explains that entering the resource area and crossing a stream is going to be a big hurdle,
but Mr. Courville is now dealing with a professional. Mr. Courville explains that when
he bought the property he was advised there was no wetlands. He wants to build a single
family home. He explains, the lines match up on the plan with the GIS map. The yellow
lines on the map represent the wetlands area. Mr. Wigglesworth is suggesting he use a
wildlife biologist. They can map it out. Mr. Courville will contact a wetlands scientist
and a wildlife biologist.

Dr. Jewell Motions to continue 90B Sutton Road to the July 10" meeting. Ms. Sheeran
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr.
Wigglesworth — AYE
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C.

Request for an Extension of an Enforcement Order — DEP#323-1194 — 67 Colonial Road;
David Arnold (Owner) (Continued from 6/5/23)

Steve Poole, Lakeview Engineering and Scott Morrison, EcoTec are representing the
owner. Mr. Poole explains, the bank and the length of the wall. The wall location where
the river-rock swale is was supposed to be below the existing driveway. The overlay plan
shifted to the left versus where it’s supposed to be. The plan didn’t have much of a scale.
The wall is roughly 42ft long with two swales on both sides 6-8ft wide. So there’s about
58ft of bank disturbance. On the as-built plan the existing lower wall is 811t in length. So
they are about 23ft further of bank disturbance than approved. The wall as it is
eliminated the need for the swales and contains the disturbed area back filled with
pervious stone material and no run off. Anything from rainwater goes into the stones and
into the ground. It’s a better situation. Just wanted to clarify where the wall was and that
the swale shifted onto the abutting property. The wall is 23ft longer than what was
approved by the ConCom. The location of the wall in regards to the lake, they took
elevation measurements and looked at aerial photos which shows the dock before the
work was done, there’s a bow in the slope and the wall follows that toe of slope. The
record elevation is 458 and the high water elevation would be 458.8, they took shots at
458.9, it’s right at the high water elevation and some areas. A lot of the predevelopment
photos shows the constructed wall was several feet away. Mr. Wigglesworth states the
wall is not 6ft from the water, each block is 2ft. Mr. Poole states, the order of conditions
says the wall is to be 2ft from the water. There are no plantings as requested. The wall is
on state property. Mr. Poole continues, in summary, the wall is at the edge of the lake.
The normal elevation of the water is 2ft away, it’s not on state property. Dr. Jewell
explains that the ConCom are looking for remedies for this wall. Mr. Wigglesworth asks
again, what is the proposed solution? Have you talked to Chapter 91? Mr. Morrison
believes there is no need for a Chapter 91 due to the wall being out of the high water line.
He suggests to replant the front area. Mr. Wigglesworth isn’t convinced the wall isn’t in
the water looking at the stained wall. Mr. Morrison is proposing to replant at the edge of
the wall with plantings that will grow in the wet conditions. They have had discussions
with the abutter to replant on the other side as well. Lots of plantings on the other side
and at the property line. The slope is poorly vegetated. Dr. Jewell asks, what kind of
plantings? Mr. Wigglesworth asks, have you talked to the state? Mr. Morrison has not
talked with the state, but they confirmed that this wall is above the Chapter 91. They
compared it to Indian Ranch, which is on the opposite side of the lake. 478.8 is the high
water mark. Mr. Poole states, elevation wise we have to go with the numbers that exists.
Mr. Krevosky speaks, what would be the 100 year flood plain that you will compensate
for with the 23 extra feet? Is the 23{t being removed because it wasn’t permitted? As the
clause reads; “there will be no incremental increase in the elevation of the flood plain”
incremental is a hard word to get around when you are not compensating for storage
capacity. 481.4 is the 100 year flood plain, you have that loss, you have bank loss and
you have boarding vegetating wetland loss. There’s no wildlife habitat evaluation. No
definitive delineation. What is the flood plain storage capacity? Mr. Morrison explains
the wildlife habitat, based upon the photos, there was basically nothing for habitat and
now there is stone along the shore for wildlife habitat. Based on photos there was no
borders wetlands impact, but there is impact to border wetlands subject to flooding. They
calculated the impacts of 89cuft of the boarder flooding, excluding the portion of the wall
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that was approved. Mr. Parent asks, the goal standard is 480 right? What are we using?
480, which is the general goal standard. Mr. Poole understands there was a flood loss.
They can compensate with an area in the rear of the property, it’s a small number, but it
meets the criteria. Mr. Parent asks, dig out the beach area? Yes. Mr. Wigglesworth still
disagrees where the wall is compared to the flood plain. The loss, the impact, the bank,
the flood storage? You don’t get a stain by the water splashing up. He explains the flood
plain loss. Dr. Jewell asks, is there any way to remove a part of the wall? Mr.
Wigglesworth explains the ConCom has a right to ask for a portion of the wall be
removed. Mr. Arnold didn’t partner with ConCom for this wall. Dr. Jewell comments
this isn’t fair to others on the lake they have to set the bar. Ms. Sheeran agrees, there are
people coming to meetings trying to get things done and if they see this they will think
it’s ok, it’s human principle. They are having a discussion on the history of this property.
Mr. Poole states, the question is what can be done to fix this? There was a loss of bank.
There’s no loss of habitat. A loss of flood storage, which they can compensate for. The
biggest issues is the length of the wall. The building commissioner wants a fence on top
of the wall and they will get that done. Mr. Wigglesworth still wants them to talk to the
state. It’s a violation of zoning. Mr. Morrison still feels there is no Chapter 91 needed.
The order of conditions says one thing and Mr. Arnold did something else. Dr. Jewell
asks, if they can remove a portion of the wall that would be fair. Showing and discussing
the photos of original photo. Mr. Morrison is explaining that the plan doesn’t tie into the
property. Mr. Wigglesworth states, this wall is damning off compensatory storage. Mr.
Bock points out since we see staining it assumes they didn’t even get the 2t in the first
place. Mr. Poole explains it says 2ft, but doesn’t say when. The assumption is the 2ft
comes from normal lake level. The level of the lake changes. It’s a difficult
determination. They don’t have much to work from. They can plant more vegetation in
front of the wall and around the corner. Dr. Jewell proposes to remove part of the wall.
Mr. Parent suggests that the ConCom reject this and consider issuing fines. It’s clear that
these solutions are no amendable. The beach side is just moving stuff around. Mr.
Wigglesworth suggest again that they talk to Chapter 91 with documents and solutions.
Mr. Parent comments, you have the waters edge and working forward, the plan needs to
start at looking for 2ft. Mr. Brown comments there’s a lot of land that could be filled in.
Mr. Morrison agrees and they can look into that. Mr. Bock states there were plantings on
top, they went impervious instead of plantings. The Board as concern with the pea stone
that is washing down the stairs and going into the lake. They can fix that. They want to
grout the wall and steps. Mr. Wigglesworth states, lets get a plan together with proposed
plantings, and/or swales, the dock needs a Chapter 91. Part of the wall may need to be
dismantled. The fence on top should be on the plan. The original wall was supposed to
be 4ft. Dr. Jewell would like to see a portion of the wall taken out. Ms. Sheeran asks, if
the original plan is what was approved shouldn’t this plan mirror it as much as possible?
They are discussing coming back with more solutions. Mr. Morrison states that some
storage has come back to the lake. Mr. Krevosky states that all the losses are still
required by regulations. They will come back with a proposed plan. Take the most recent
plan and adjust it. Mr. Brown Motions to continue 67 Colonial Road to the July 24™
meeting. Ms. Sheeran Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote;

Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE,

Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE
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d. Enforcement Order — 71R Minebrook Road — Matthew Weatherbee (Owner) — Clearing
(Continued from 6/5/23). Glenn Krevosky, EBT Environmental Consultants is
representing the Owner. Dr. Jewell Motions to continue 71R Minebrook Road to the July
10" meeting. Mr. Bock Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote;

Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr.
Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth - AYE

Public Meetings — Request for Determination of Applicability (RDA)

9 Wakefield Ave — Richard Gauger (Applicant/Owner) — Retaining Wall. (Continued from
6/5/23) Ms. Portman updates the Commission, Mr. Gauger has been dealing with Chapter 91 for
the retaining wall and has asked to be continued.

Ms. Sheeran Motions to continue 9 Wakefield Ave to the July 10™ meeting. Mr. Brown Second.
Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote. Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE,

Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

290 Thompson Road — Sanat Patel (Applicant/Owner) — Site work for future residential
development. (Continued from 6/5/23) Glenn Krevosky, EBT Environmental Consultants, is
representing the applicant. The site was visited and they walked the wetland line. There was a
violation bringing in dirt from Thompson, CT. Showing the plan. Temporary settling basin on
the line. There’s a catch basin, which was cleaned out. They will keep it clean so no sand will
go in the wetlands. No silts. Clean mud. There is a steep drop off that was filled in with boulders
and rock a long time ago. He explains the percentage of plants and natural vegetation. They are
waiting for Thompson & Liston Plans to file an NOI. The RDA was to ask for an agreement on
wetland line, no work. Mr. Wigglesworth explains that the site walk happened and it’s been
delineated. The temporary settling line is good. The basin was cleaned. The parking lot is
clean. There was sand settling into the low area and they cleaned it and cleaned the catch basin.
Mr. Parent asks, is the 6” PVC pipe continuous? Mr. Krevosky explains, it’s under the settling
area 2ft. There was a portion of the pipe that was cracked and it was replaced. Over a period of
time the fines from the gravel area have moved down and are in the settling area. No fines in the
wetland. The pipe is in the settling area.

Dr. Jewell Motions for a Positive Determination for 290 Thompson Road. Ms. Sheeran Second.
Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE, Dr.
Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Public Hearings — Notice of Intent (NOI)

11 Bates Grove Road — DEP#323-1175 Sunset Trust, LLC, Michael O’Brien Manager
(Applicant) - Reopen the hearing due to an advertising error and at the request of the applicant in
order to discuss conditions, which were discussed at the 5/23/23 meeting. Installation of an in-
ground swimming pool. Ms. Portman updates the Commission; a legal ad needs to be placed in
the Worcester T&G to reopen the 11 Bates Grove Road hearing of an NOI. We received a letter
that they want to discuss the area and the erosion controls for the work in the area.

Dr. Jewell reads the public notice. Patrick Doherty with Midpoint is representing the applicant.
Mr. Doherty is explaining that the file was approved a couple years ago and the building was
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slightly different than the new building. The erosion controls were placed in different areas. He
met with the builder and wanted to speak with the ConCom. He spoke with Doug Lebel, Lebel
Builders before he started and he also met with the former conservation agent and the erosion
controls were placed 5ft back from the shore. They have held off everything with the storms.
The sequence of construction is why the erosion controls are close because of the pool. The
stock pile of stone that was removed from the wall on the left side will be used to rebuild it.
They haven’t removed the pile of stone. They are asking for consideration for new erosion
controls. They will have a 10ft strip for room for a truck to dig for the pool. If the pool is at 30ft
there wouldn’t be enough room to dig for the pool. They are requesting that the erosion control
stay in place. Mr. Wigglesworth agrees that 30ft would be a hindrance and he talks about adding
an additional erosion control. It’s extra protection. Erosion control should hook up to the side.
Mr. Doherty wouldn’t want to hinder the area where trucks would turn around. He is showing
his drawing and explaining the room for moving equipment in and out. He will add an additional
erosion control. Mr. Bock states, the first erosion control was for the landscaping and the second
erosion control was for building the house. The builder discussed the erosion controls. They
will put another erosion control 10ft toward the house. Mr. Brown suggests a wattle around the
stock pile. Ms. Sheeran reminded that the other agent was unaware of the pool when she talked
to Mr. Lebel of the erosion controls. No comments from abutters.

Ms. Sheeran Motions to close the public hearing for 11 Bates Grove Road. Mr. Bock Second.
Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE,

Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Ms. Sheeran Motions to Amend the Order of Conditions. Mr. Parent Second. Motion passed 5-
1-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — Abstain, Ms. Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown —
AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

88 Lakeside Ave — DEP#323-1214 - Judith Colecchi (Owner); Patio. Amendment to the Order
of Conditions. (Continued from 6/5/23). Ms. Portman explains that this was not advertised in
time to hear it.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 88 Lakeside Ave to the July 10 meeting. Ms. Sheeran Second.
Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE,

Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

46 West Point Road — DEP#323-1244 Jason Tubo (Applicant) — Repair of existing retaining
wall (Continued from 6/5/23) Mr. Dan Berthiaume, Berthiaume Contracting is representing the
applicant. No representation at this meeting.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 46 West Point Road to the July 10® meeting. Ms. Sheeran
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran —
AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

126-128 Point Breeze Road — Tylor Genest and Kellyn Snow (Applicants) — Demolition of
House and Garage and Constructing a New House and Garage.

Dr. Jewell reads the public notice. Mr. Michael and Ms. Karen Snow are present.

Ms. Portman updates the Commission; she explains that she provided each member of the
Commission with a GIS map of the site for better clarification. There is a small cottage on this
property. She took photos. They are looking to demo the house and construct a new house.
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They are before zoning and planning as the sites overlap. Showing the existing structures. Per
comments from PB/ZBA and there is a new proposal for a house and a garage. Mr.
Wigglesworth explains the two sites and how they are split. Mr. Snow explains that they live at
128 Point Breeze. Showing the existing property. The 126 Point Breeze is the cottage. The
property line is oddly shaped around the garage. It was done in 2007. When they eliminate the
garage they will straighten out that line. There are some comments from PB/ZBA, the plan is to
file an ANR as they plan to straighten out the line, take down the garage and house, and leave the
cottage alone. The house will be moved closer to the road. They show 50ft from the water line
and the plan shows the 100ft buffer zone. Showing the new proposed plan for the existing
house. Dr. Jewell asks for the elevation? It’s 493 and the garage elevation is 591. Two stories
will be in the ground and one above the ground. The house is 28x26. The basement elevation is
the same as the old one. They put cultec units in the front and the back. Mr. Wigglesworth asks,
what is the capacity of the cultecs? One chamber. They overflow the spickets. There’s a
walkway on the proposed house which is towards the road and replaces an existing walkway.
It’s old and a trip hazard. The walkway will be precast pavers or brick, pervious. On the right,
the dash line is the existing pump chamber which brings it up to the road. The well is there.
They want to save trees on the property. They have 20 years of matured trees and they plan to
dig them up and replant them. Trying to preserve as many of the trees they can. Erosion
controls will be going through the lawn. Mr. Wigglesworth asks, if they are fixing the steps?
They have no intension on doing anything with the steps. They filed a simplified license for the
dock so Mr. Wigglesworth suggests they find photos pre 1983 to show the state regarding the
docks and their location. Mr. Parent asks about a patio? Mr. Snow explains, it’s on the plan as
concrete block, there’s decking on top with wood stairs composite. Mr. Wigglesworth asks for
the calculations for the impervious. Mr. Snow did the calculations for the impervious. Most of
the development is happening between the 50 and 100. Mr. Wigglesworth explains before
starting construction, Ms. Portman should do a site visit. There was an erosion control plan, they
have extra control barriers. Mr. Snow explains he definitely wants to control erosion. Mr. Bock
suggested using orange construction fence around the trees to protect them. They have town
water and sewer now. Mr. Brown asks about stock pile? It will be at 0 Point Breeze Road with
erosion controls around them. They should add a spill kit. Mr. Brown recommends to put it
between the properties. Mr. Brown asks, what is the driveway material? They would like to
keep the cost down and propose something other than asphalt, maybe pavers. They included it as
impervious in the calculations. Mr. Brown suggests, when they decide on the material, like
pavers, they need to let the Commission know. Mr. Brown asks, are there separate water lines
from the cottage to the house and the street to the house? They plan is to feed the cottage from
the line that goes to the house. The cottage is currently on a well. He explains the location of the
water line on the plan. The well could be used for irrigation. Ms. Sheeran asks, what will be
done with the wall with the fence on top? It will be reworked. Ms. Snow explains that the grade
level is still being work out with the foundations between the garage and the house. A small
retaining wall could be possible. The back wall of the garage and is covered with lots of
vegetation they want to keep. Showing and explaining the existing garage and the patio. There’s
a 10ft slope over 24ft. The driveway goes to the walkway. Mr. Parent asks about the slope on
the driveway. Mr. Snow is explaining the flow of the water into the gutters and pitching back to
the gutter line and down near the foundation. The overflow for the parking area will use the
gutter and the contours are graded to pick that up and bring it down. Mr. Brown asks for pre-
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seeded juke netting to control the raw earth. Yes. They will put rhododendrons as well. No
fences. Add the driveway, spill kit, stock pile, and porta potty onto the plan.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 126-128 Point Breeze Road to the July 10" meeting. Mr. Bock
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran —
AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

0 Point Breeze Road — Michael and Karen Snow (Applicants) — Construction of a Single Family
House and Associated Site Improvements. Dr. Jewell reads the public notice. Mr. Michael and
Ms. Karen Snow are present. They are proposing a single story house with a walk out basement.
Single car garage. Mr. Snow is explaining the proposed plan of this property. Everything to the
left they will leave as a vegetated state. To the right of the stairs there is lawn debris that has
been piled up for a few years and they will clean it up. Explaining the clean-up and add stairs.
Dr. Jewell asks is the house at the 50ft? What is the elevation? There’s a cultec in the front and
another one off the garage. The cultec is under the driveway. The driveway slopes towards the
road. Mr. Brown suggests another option for the cultec is a double cultec between the house and
the garage? Mr. Wigglesworth you are putting in steps? Yes, wood composite stairs to the flat
landing. They want to put grass in the area. They will formalize the wall. Mr. Wigglesworth
explains that they will need the 3” lip on the top of the wall. All the vegetation will stay to the
right of the Maple. What will be done for a wall? Modular concrete blocks about 4ft. Patio?
Yes. Mr. Parent asks how stable is the wall on the water? It’s stable. Ms. Sheeran asks, is the
cottage staying? Yes. Mr. Snow explains they will have erosion controls while the cleanup is
happening and another erosion control during construction. Trees to be removed where the
house is going. Mr. Brown asks if any trees are being cleared? No. Water/Sewer lines? Sewer
is on the left of the property. The water is on the right side. Showing the plan. It’s an increase
of impervious. Not sure what driveway will be made of. A wattle to be placed around the stock
pile. Mr. Wigglesworth mentions the format of the docks and Mr. Snow needs to provide the
correct information for a Chapter 91.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 0 Point Breeze Road to the July 10" meeting. Mr. Parent
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran —
AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Break at 8:05pm
Reconvene at 8:14pm

Action Items:

a. Request for Certificate of Compliance — DEP#323-1164 - 6 Black Point Road — Michael
Hopkins (Applicant) Construction of a single family house (Continued from 6/5/23) Mr.
Brown Motions to continue 6 Black Point Road to the August 7" meeting. Mr. Bock
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE,

Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

b. Cease and Desist - 9 Kate Lane — Michael Beaudette partner of 234 Abby Road

Management LLC (Continued from 6/5/23) — Clearing in the riverfront area. Michael
Beaudette is present and explains that he bought the lot in 2020 and hired McClure
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Engineering to design a single family barn house. It was perked. It wasn’t cleared. He
talked with Mr. Tetreault, Building Commissioner before he cleared the driveway in 2021
it was cleared and hasn’t been touched since. Mr. Scavone wants to purchase the land.
Due to the riverfront area being cleared Mr. Beaudette needs to provide a solution for this
area. He is willing to replant per the Commission’s request. Mr. Wigglesworth suggests
that trees be planted after the development. He explains that there were three hard woods,
Maples and eight Pines taken down. Mr. Parent asks what the stability is? It’s a drop off.
There’s a lot of raw ground. Mr. Wigglesworth is showing the GIS map. It’s a vegetated
area. This river dries up. He needs to plant at least four Maples with a 1-2 inch caliper.
Mr. Scavone asks if he puts in trees will it become another filing? No. Native Maple is
preferred. Ms. Portman will send a letter to Mr. Beaudette and copy Mr. Scavone. The
ConCom want to see the trees being planted on the plan. They laid out the plan and Mr.
Scavone is inserting, by hand, where the trees should be planted. They are discussing the
trees. Out of the riverfront letter. They shall be in perpetuity.

Dr. Jewell Motions to approve the submitted plan for tree replacement and a letter to the
owner for post development tree planting for 9 Kate Lane. Ms. Sheeran Second. Motion
passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — AYE, Dr.
Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

c. Cease and Desist - 21 Wakefield Ave — Linda Jean Arnold (Owner) — Working within the
100ft of a buffer zone and perennial stream. Ms. Portman updates the Commission; she
sent the cease and desist letter then received a call and was advised that Ms. Arnold sold
the property in 2022. She sent out a new cease and desist certified mail. Mr. Ellis is the
new owner. He will come to the July 10" meeting. He is aware of the riverfront. He
will do a plan.

Mr. Brown Motions to continue 21 Wakefield Ave to the July 10® meeting. Mr. Bock
Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr.
Wigglesworth — AYE

d. Discussion of wetland restoration work DEP#323-1179 - 4 Old Douglas Road — LKQ
Rout 16 property. Greg Rogowski, TRC is representing. Mr. Greg Russo, TRC Wetland
Scientist is present. Mark Woodcock and Darrel Weston, Managers at LKQ are present.
Matt Sepintelli, builder on the job is present. A site visit happened in November 2022.
Mr. Rogowski gives an update; they completed all the NOI work. The restoration work
was not done. They are going to stake it out and then work in the wetlands. Showing a
plan set. They have a temporary easement arrangement with the town and they have
6300sqft of permitted area within the wetlands. There’s a delineation line on the top of
the bank. They started this work in 2018/2019. In the restoration area, there’s an existing
settling basin that all the stormwater would accumulate in. The purpose of this project
was essentially to block off the basin, then catch the stormwater and treat it before it goes
into the wetlands. They also captured the roof run off and now there are two drainage
lines. It all flows into the drainage lines and into the settling basin. The site is dryer and
settled. Vegetation is good. They want to come to an agreement, with the Conservation
Commission, on where the wetland restoration area should occur. The area has been
growing back within the last three years. There is some evidence of sediment within the
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settling basin, but and they don’t want to start ripping out vegetation that has grown in
and they believe it is now a functioning wetland area. How do they proceed? They
believe they can do some restoration, but the wetland is already revegetated. They don’t
want to rip out any vegetation. Asking the ComCom to reduce the area of the square
footage to be restored from 6300sqft to about 750sqft. Keep the work outside the
existing tree line. Mr. Wigglesworth explains that the silts still need to be taken out.
They will need to disturb some areas to allow it to be ecologically efficient. He suggests
that they contact Brandon Faneuf, Ecosystems Solutions to take a look and see if it needs
to be downsized and where the best area is for restoration. The channel currently there
looked clean the day they walked the site, but it goes through a lot of junk. Step 1, he
recommends they clean up this area of any debris and/or any car parts. Step 2, Mr. Faneuf
to visit the site and review it and stake it out. And Step 3, add plantings back. Mr.
Russo, states, it’s his understanding that the restoration area was staked out. They agreed
during their meeting that there was sedimentation happening overtime, and also agree
that the restoration has already begun, which is why they need to involve ConCom. Mr.
Wigglesworth highly recommends they contact Mr. Faneuf and work together on a
restoration plan. Mr. Russo explains, in the interest of trying to preserve the wetlands
and not remove trees from the area, but to remove six inches of accumulation there’s the
plunge pool in the ground on the edge of the wetland. They would like to remove
sediments from the plunge pool and revegetate that. To the right of the plunge pool,
outside the tree line, they want to add shrubs on the edge of the forest. Mr. Wigglesworth
comments, he likes the ideas, but the silt and sand damaged the wetlands and has to be
removed. Mr. Parent asks for the amount of silt to be removed. 6 inches of sediment to
be removed. Trees will have to come out to get in there to remove the silt. It’s a thick
forest. Mr. Parent looking for clarification of the location of the stream. Talking about
minimizing the sand and silt on the property. The maintenance of cleaning the area up
and keeping it clean has help the vegetation grow in. Mr. Wigglesworth would like a
plan prepared with the professionals to talk about cleaning it up. This is the last stage.
Need one more site visit. Update the plan.

Dr. Jewell Motions to continue 4 Old Douglas Road, LKQ to the July 24" meeting. M.
Parent Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr.
Wigglesworth — AYE

e. Request for a Certificate of Compliance DEP#323-1233 - 14 Douglas Road — Bernard
and Geraldine Czajkowski (Applicant); Garage. Ms. Portman visited the site and took
photos. Looks good. He can take the silt fence down and through seed down. No order
of conditions.

Mr. Bock Motions to issue the Certificate of Compliance for 14 Douglas Road. Dr.
Jewell Second. Motion passed unanimously 6-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran — AYE, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr.
Wigglesworth — AYE

Page 9 of 10



Webster Conservation Commission
Meeting Minutes of June 26, 2023

Draft Meeting Minutes — May 9, 2023 and May 23, 2023. June 5, 2023

Mr. Brown Motions to approve meeting minutes as written for May 9, 2023. Dr. Jewell Second.
Motion passed unanimously 5-1-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Ms. Sheeran — Abstain,
Dr. Jewell - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - AYE, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Ms. Sheeran Motions to approve meeting minutes as written for May 23, 2023. Mr. Brown
Second. Motion passed 4-2-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — Abstain, Dr. Jewell - AYE, Ms.
Sheeran - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - Abstain, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Mr. Brown Motions to approve meeting minutes as written for June 5, 2023. Ms. Sheeran
Second. Motion passed 5-1-0 by roll call vote; Mr. Bock — AYE, Dr. Jewell — AYE, Ms.
Sheeran - AYE, Mr. Brown — AYE, Mr. Parent - Abstain, Mr. Wigglesworth — AYE

Staff Report

Ms. Portman is acknowledging and thanking Mr. Hayden Brown & Ms. Michelle Sherillo for
their service to the Conservation Commission.

Second, the Commission has agreed to set a meeting to begin discussing the Bartlett High School
project on Monday, July 17, 2023. Mr. Parent asks, will this be an information gathering
session? This meeting will begin the process. Mr. Wigglesworth is suggesting three areas the
Commission should look at; 1) the playing field was originally AstroTurf, 2) they will be filling
in the wetland and a replication and 3) a vernal pool needs to be looked at. The erosion
sentiment control should be mitigated. He is going to recommend that this be broken up in
sections to help with the review. Mr. Brown asks, how are the plans laid out? Giving
suggestions on how the plans should be reviewed in sections and areas. Ms. Portman has paper
drawings and there needs to be some talking points. The engineers don’t believe there are many
wetlands in the area. There are wetland plans, the plans are heavy. Alisha Zukowski,
representing the company wants to come in and talk about what the Commission wants to see
and talk about. Mr. Wigglesworth is discussing the plans for the additions to the building to
enhance the building. He highlighted the areas for the Commission to review on the plans.
Lastly, Ms. Portman will not be able to attend the October 23™ meeting. They are discussing
someone to fill in for her or change the meeting date.

Next Meeting Date: July 10, 2023.

Adjournment: Mr. Bock Motions to adjourn at 9:14pm. Mr. Brown Second. All in favor.

Respectfully submitted,

Tracy Coporale /

Recording Secretary / % / /
Conservation Commission Approval: / Uy Y Date: 7 AT (23

l}@cordin\g/s,écretary
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